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Background 

• Launched 1996 (1) 

• Cochrane Database of 
Systematic Reviews (CDSR) 

• Database of Abstracts of 
Reviews of Effects (DARE) 

• Health Technology 
Assessment Database (HTA) 

• Launched 2012 (2) 

• Aims to be a one-stop-shop 
for systematic reviews 

• Regular searches in 26 
sources including 
CDSR, DARE, HTA (3) 



www.epistemonikos.org 

Epistemonikos foundation is a not for profit organization 
based in Santiago, Chile, and Epistemonikos database 
follows its policies. All the content and features of 
Epistemonikos database are available for free. 



Big hairy goal 

To aggregate 
all the relevant 
health evidence 
(for decision-
making) into a 
single database 





Objective 

To investigate whether Epistemonikos can 
replace The Cochrane Library when searching 
for systematic reviews (SR), by comparing the 
results of similar search strategies in both 
sources 



Methods 

Searches on 57 
topics performed in 
Cochrane and 
Epistemonikos using 
similar strategies 

Results exported to 
EndNote 

Identification of 
internal duplicates, 
overlap, unique 
hits, and unique 
relevant hits 

(CDSR, DARE, HTA) 



Each SR counted only once 

Original 
systematic review  

Structured summary 
of that systematic 
review 



Internal duplicates and overlap 

INTERNAL DUPLICATE 

OVERLAP 



RESULTS 
versus 



Total hits: 5081 
(internal duplicates removed) 

34% 

56% 

10% 

Unique Cochrane Unique Epistemonikos Overlap



Relevant hits: 626 
(internal duplicates removed) 

29% 

39% 

32% 

Relevant unique Cochrane Relevant unique Epistemonikos Overlap



35% 

58% 

7% 

Irrelevant unique Cochrane Irrelevant unique Epistemonikos Overlap

Irrelevant hits: 4455 
(internal duplicates removed) 



Discussion 

• Results in accordance with other studies (4,5) 

• More irrelevant hits in Epistemonikos due to 
– more literature on questions other than effect? 
– limited search functionalities?  

• The unique hits in Cochrane Library  
– were they not in Epistemonikos at all? 
– or did our strategies not find them? 



Conclusion 

For all of our searches we found unique hits in 
both sources. 
Based on that we conclude that Epistemonikos 
cannot replace the Cochrane Library when 
searching for systematic reviews. 
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